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An invalid court order, however, must be obeyed pending appeal;
and sanctions may be imposed for its violation. 3
In the instant case the Court affirmed the lower court's refusal to
apply the rule regarding unconstitutional legislation to an unconstitu-
tional act by an official acting under a valid ordinance. All the cases
cited by the lower court as authority for its position involved licensing
of business activity.4 To argue from cases involving licensing of a bus-
ness to cases involving licensing of speech, religion, and assembly is to
ignore the preferred position conferred on those freedoms by the
First Amendment, and made binding upon the states by the Four-
teenth.6
In this case the Court stressed that the ordinance is constitutional
because it has been interpreted to confer only "ministerial" powers.7
Yet the licensing officials, in an unconstitutional usurpation of power,
were exercising discretionary power; and it is for resisting that usurpa-
tion that the defendant is being punished. It appears that, under the
guise of a purely ministerial ordinance designed only to present in-
formation about the use of parks, a city may force an individual to
shoulder the burden of a mandamus proceeding before allowing him
the exercise of a fundamental constitutional right.
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